worked as the scientific affairs manager for the Federation Dentaire Internationale (FDI), which included assisting the delegates and speakers from the 150 plus member associations during the annual congresses. It was often a challenge to solve their acute problems when they suddenly could no longer access papers on their laptops that they had brought along abroad. The prospect of being able to solve their acute problem depended on whether their laptop, with a recognizable IP number, had been purchased in a HINARI or non-HINARI country or if there was access to some form of VPN. Even today, such difficulties arise unless one remain working on a hard-wired desktop computer in an institution within a HINARI country. Moreover, the HINARI did not signify that the access to the literature necessarily was free, but that it was accessible at prices that reflected the state of national economies in the developing world. Finally, even if one could access the primary literature, the copyright and licensing restrictions remained. It is striking that there are hardly any scientific analyses of the net benefits of this important WHO-initiative. The few that have been published range from being critical, based on the situation a decade ago (Villafuerte-Gálvez, 2007) to highly optimistic, based on the current situation (Van Essen, 2014) .
The proponents of the OA initiative believe, on the other hand, that a better way to disseminate peer-reviewed scientific and scholarly literature is by making everything freely available on the internet and without rigorous copyright and licensing restrictions. The first generation of journals committed to open access were the Public Library of Science (PLoS) and BioMed Central journals, in addition to several well-run OA publishers established in South-America and Asia. The growth curve of OA journals has since exploded, and the online Directory of Open Access Journals (DOAJ, 2015) that indexes and provides access to quality open access, peer-reviewed journals lists today more than ten thousand journals. Many serious OA publishers, which include Wiley, endorse the principle of the HINARI initiative, by offering an extensive publication-charge waiver program for OA authors from a specified list of countries (Wiley Open Access).
The overwhelming majority of open access journals today are well-managed, present methodologically solid research and supported by dedicated peer-reviewers. However, predatory (OA) publishing has unfortunately also proliferated. The phenomenon is a simple business model where the publisher charge the author for a publication fee, but with minimal or no editorial scrutiny and peer reviewing of the draft manuscript, and without the publishing services that the professional publishers usually provide. We cannot avoid the many shrewd opportunists in the world that are prepared to capitalize on such emerging business models. However, a critical question is why do these predatory journals seem to proliferate according to the "Beall's list" (Beall, 2015) rather than just die out? It is a bit of a mystery who the "customers" are that trigger the escalation of these predatory OA journals.
As scientists, we struggle in search of a better world, even though most of us are not in the same league as Karl Popper (Popper K, 1994) . It is a great responsibility to undertake the role of identifying and selecting valuable good science for publication, to avoid publishing misleading research, and to conscientiously guide in a constructive manner a colleague who submit less methodologically sound research. I hope that the editorial team and I down the road can say that we contributed also to a better world by publishing ethical, methodologically sound, understandable and easily accessible research in Clinical and Experimental Dental Research.
